CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Name: Fergus Electric

Proposed

Implementation Date: January 2021

Proponent: Fergus Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Location: 11N 18E 36 NW4

County: Wheatland

Trust: Common Schools

. TYPE AND PURPOSE OF ACTION

The proponent would like to install an upgraded electric service line at the request of the landowner and the
lessee of the trust land. The power line would be buried and would provide power to the adjacent private land.

Il. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED:
Provide a brief chronology of the scoping and ongoing involvement for this project.

The Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC)
Northeastern Land Office (NELO) & Lewistown Unit Office
Proponent: Fergus Electric Cooperative, Inc.

Surface Lessees: Bridge Careless Creek LLC

Other:

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH JURISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:

The DNRC, and NELO have jurisdiction over this proposed project.

The proponent is responsible for acquiring all necessary permits for the proposed project and settling all surface
damages with the surface lessees.

3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:

Alternative A (No Action) — Under this alternative, the Department does not grant permission to install and
maintain a buried electric cable.

Alternative B (the Proposed Action) — Under this alternative, the Department does grant permission to install
and maintain a buried electric cable.




lll. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

e RESOURCES potentially impacted are listed on the form, followed by common issues that would be considered.
o  Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS following each resource heading.
e Enter “"NONE” If no impacts are identified or the resource is not present.

4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND MOISTURE:
Consider the presence of fragile, compactable or unstable soils. Identify unusual geologic features. Specify any special
reclamation considerations. Identify any cumulative impacts to soils.

The soils in the easement area are well drained gravelly soils. Because of this the erosion hazard is little and the
rutting hazard is only moderate. The soils are rated as somewhat limited for shallow excavations which should
not be a major issue depending on the method of installation. Overall, as long as the construction is not done
during excessively wet conditions and the disturbance is properly reclaimed there should be no issues.

Shallow Excavations rating

Table — Shallow Excavations — Summary by Rating Value

Summary by Rating Value

Summary by Rating Value
Rating Acres In AOI Percen tof AOX

6.0 100.0%
6.0 100.0%

Somewhat limited
Totals for Area of Interest

Off road Erosion Hazard

Table — Erosion Hazard (Off-Road, Off-Trail) — Summary by Rating Value.

Summary by Rating Value

Summary by Rating Value
Rating Acres in ADT Percen t of AOT

6.0 100.0%
6.0 100.0%

Null or Not Rated
Totals for Area of Interest

Soil rutting Hazard Rating

Table — Soil Rutting Hazard — Summary by Rating Value

Summary by Rating Value

Summary by Rating Value
Rating Acres in AOL Percen t of ADT

6.0 100.0%
6.0 100.0%

Moderate
Totals for Area of Interest

No significant cumulative impacts to geology or soil quality, stability, and moisture are anticipated.

5. WATER QUALITY, QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION:
Identify important surface or groundwater resources. Consider the potential for violation of ambient water quality
standards, drinking water maximum contaminant levels, or degradation of water quality. Identify cumulative effects to
water resources.

There is limited ground water information for the location. However since the site is 50 vertical feet above the
creek in well drained gravel soils there will likely be not contact with groundwater. This project will not change
distribution or quality of water and will have no contributions to excess runoff or contaminants.

No significant impacts to local or regional water resources are anticipated.

6. AIR QUALITY:
What pollutants or particulate would be produced? Identify air quality regulations or zones (e.g. Class | air shed) the
project would influence. Identify cumulative effects to air quality.

Only temporary affects to air quality will occur during construction. There will be some dust produced and
exhaust from equipment. After construction there will be no continuing air quality impacts.

No significant impacts to air quality are anticipated.




7. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY:
What changes would the action cause to vegetative communities? Consider rare plants or cover types that would be
affected. Identify cumulative effects to vegetation.

The vegetation in the easement area consists mostly of native short bunchgrasses. Invasive plants have not
been noted in the past. Due to the small area of disturbance and lack of existing weeds or invasive plants there
is not likely to be negative impacts. However, the proponent will be required to make sure equipment is weed
free before construction, properly seed the disturbance, and eradicate any new infestations caused by
disturbance.

If re-seeding is necessary the proponent will acquire certified, weed free seed and refer to the Plant Materials
Tech Note No. MT-46 (Rev. 4) dated September 2013 for seeding rates.

No rare plants or cover types are present. No significant impacts to vegetation are anticipated.

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND HABITATS:

Consider substantial habitat values and use of the area by wildlife, birds or fish. Identify cumulative effects to fish and
wildlife.

No significant impacts to terrestrial, avian, or aquatic habitats are anticipated.

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR LIMITED ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES:
Consider any federally listed threatened or endangered species or habitat identified in the project area. Determine
effects to wetlands. Consider Sensitive Species or Species of special concem. Identify cumulative effects to these
species and their habitat.

The only species of concern noted in the vicinity of this project are birds. Of the 5 species only the Sprague’s
pipit and Long-Billed curlew would be affected if present because they are upland ground nesting birds. The
other species are all more common in wooded areas and nest in trees. The area that the powerline would be
installed is on a grassy upland bench and therefore not likely habitat or nesting territory for those species.
However, even the pipit and curlew are not likely to be affect because the construction will occur immediately
adjacent to an existing road. This already disturbed area is not likely to be a high value area for those species.

Temporary displacement may occur during construction but no immediate or long-term damages should occur.

P-;: UsFwS Precctve  Arsociated

=% 2 Defnihon of Speuns Ocourreatas Sl 950 som Dede Hidial  Rasge
B Mountain Plover (Chrrsors mantanu 9% l EOm— ®E
Links !oﬂi 'Clmm Agency Status Delineation Criteria  (Last Updated Jul 02, zom

thrwm USFWS: unu,scccu cmwmur; 3w baved on est, chiois, As durng % witvin 2 praire dog town, e outer y ey 109m x

i View Single Ipecies Overview ('.l bal Illl lﬁl BCCH, 120 cel s Wi evicance 'plﬁm.ﬂ Iv :i Gied as e breed ng area. 1= dog . on ' bufened by

| View Range Mans usFs’ mears in onder 40 encomp s a aimm Eoc] o e species s taFered by v 4 starce of

| View PMMM DLM: SENSITIVE boundares = overap they wil '8 conza ned withn the racking Uk
| View Associsied Habital FWP SWAP: SGCN2

= B-Clark's Nutcracker (Nucifage coumbianal SOC 1 v EEg s
| Links Soenies of Concern Agenoy Status DetiestonCrts_ (ot Updiat 007, 224)
| View i Fietd Gulde Native Species USFWS: MBTA Observat of braeding a: March and mid-sudy 3 2 all caula). Limber Fne (Pinus Saciis), - Porcerosa e (Frous

Veaw Singte Speties Overview Global Rank 05 USFS: Species of ponderosa ) Cosarwmions are b i by 3 & 3 o 1,030 s 1 g terriory " Voo nceranty of e GosAnvaSn 03 max s Baianoe of 19000
v-v.n.w- s tate Rank: 3 Consenvation Concem on
d

ed Models.
\ View Revoctated Habist

= n Lonu-h illed Curlew (Mumeniss amencanus) 30C. { - EOm)
Species cf Conosen  Agenoy Status Delinestion Criteriy (L Updated 0ot D8, 2021)
‘ View i Fnld Guign Native Species USTWEUGTALDCCH  Corimadiredis russased on D raance o st oo i i g v ufaradby a i ondar g wrioy size reporied
| Y Sigle pecies v Gl ik 0z usEs fartha species n dana pos 10000 metars.
State Rarkc 538

| Links Agenay Status Delineation Criteria (-3 Updated: Oct 06, 2021)

View n Field Guide Native Species USFWS: MBTA; BCCH1,; Cortmed treedng 1ed sased o (% presanoa of s rest.chce aunsolnluuc.:»qru 3 butared by a g serricy wzer
| e skt Speses Ovderow 5 ok e k. 8304 BCCH7 reporied for the s5eca3 In Vortana snd o 10,000 metars

View Range Ma

= B-Golden Eagle (Awfa chyzaebr) 50C P OO w
| tinks Species cfConoem  Agenay Staty s Ot o8, 2071
| View in Field Guide MNative Species usmsm‘g warA red mastng Bea cfered orcer 1o be cormervtive Dot enc g he o y and aren y % Bufersc by 1 urceriainy
| View Single Species Overview  Global Rank G5 associaled win e observs lmlr.lm max nm destance of 12,000 meters.
Vnw mm Maps State Rank: $3 DL‘ SENSITIVE
o S FWP SWAP. SOCNY
VMA soclated ubﬂul Ll

No significant impacts to unique, endangered, fragile or limited environmental resources are anticipated, though
temporary displacement of local wildlife may occur during the project.

10. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES:
Identify and determine effects to historical, archaeological or paleontological resources.




A Class | (literature review) level review was conducted by the DNRC staff archaeologist for the area of potential
effect (APE). This entailed inspection of project maps, DNRC's sites/site leads database, land use records,
General Land Office Survey Plats, and control cards. The Class | search revealed that Anfiquities have not
been identified in the APE. No additional archaeological investigative work will be conducted in response to this
proposed development. However, if previously unknown cultural or paleontological materials are identified
during project related activities, all work will cease until a professional assessment of such resources can be

made.

No significant effects on historical, archaeological, or paleontological resources anticipated.

11. AESTHETICS:
Determine if the project is located on a prominent topographic feature, or may be visible from populated or scenic areas.
What level of noise, light or visual change would be produced? Identify cumulative effects to aesthetics.

This powerline will be buried right next to an existing gravel road so very minimal aesthetic disturbance will
occur. After several years when the excavation settles and the vegetation is growing again there will be very
little noticeable disturbance.

No significant impacts on the aesthetics of the area are anticipated.

12. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY:
Determine the amount of limited resources the project would require. Identify other activities nearby that the project
would affect. Identify cumulative effects to environmental resources.

No limited environmental resources will be significantly impacted because of this project. This project will also
not add any significant cumulative demands on environmental resources.

13. OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THE AREA:
List other studies, plans or projects on this tract. Determine cumulative impacts likely to occur as a result of current
private, state or federal actions in the analysis area, and from future proposed state actions in the analysis area that are
under MEPA review (scoped) or permitting review by any state agency.

There are no other projects or plans being considered on the tracts listed in this EA Checklist.

IV. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION

e RESOURCES potentially impacted are listed on the form, followed by common issues that would be considered.
e  Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS following each resource heading.
e  Enter “NONE” If no impacts are identified or the resource is not present.

14. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY:
Identify any health and safety risks posed by the project.

The only impacts to human health and safety will occur with the operation of equipment during construction. It is
the responsibility of the proponent to mitigate the risks of equipment operation during construction.

15. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURE ACTIVITIES AND PRODUCTION:
Identify how the project would add to or alter these activities.

This project will not add to or deter from other industrial, agricultural, or commercial activities in the area.




16. QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT:

Estimate the number of jobs the project would create, move or eliminate. Identify cumulative effects to the employment
market.

The project will not create or eliminate any jobs, so no significant effects to the employment market are
anticipated.

17. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX REVENUES:
Estimate tax revenue the project would create or eliminate. Identify cumulative effects to taxes and revenue.

There are no direct or cumulative effects to taxes or revenue for the proposed project.

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES:
Estimate increases in traffic and changes to traffic pattems. What changes would be needed to fire protection, police,
schools, etc.? Identify cumulative effects of this and other projects on govemment services

There will not be any significant increases in traffic, school attendance, or need for fire and police protection if
this project is approved.

19. LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND GOALS:
List State, County, City, USFS, BLM, Tribal, and other zoning or management plans, and identify how they would affect
this project.

There are no zoning or other agency management plans affecting this project.

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND WILDERNESS ACTIVITIES:
Identify any wildemess or recreational areas nearby or access routes through this tract. Determine the effects of the
project on recreational potential within the tract. Identify cumulative effects to recreational and wildemess activities.

There will be no significant direct or cumulative effects on access to or quality of recreation and wilderness
activities because of this project.

21. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND HOUSING:
Estimate population changes and additional housing the project would require. Identify cumulative effects to population
and housing

The proposed project does not include any changes to housing or developments.

22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND MORES:
Identify potential disruption of native or traditional lifestyles or communities.

There are no native, unique, or traditional lifestyles or communities in the vicinity that would be significantly
impacted by the proposal.

23. CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSITY:
How would the action affect any unique quality of the area?

The proposed project will have no significant impact on any culturally unique quality of the area.




24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CIRCUMSTANCES:
Estimate the retumn to the trust. Include appropriate economic analysis. Identify potential future uses for the analysis
area other than existing management. Identify cumulative economic and social effects likely to occur as a result of the

proposed action.

The proposed project will not have any significant cumulative economic or social effect.

V. FINDING

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED:

Alternative B (the Proposed Action) — Under this alternative, the Department does grant permission to install
and maintain a buried electric cable.

26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS:

| have evaluated the potential environment effects and have determined no significant impact to the environment
because of this project.

27. NEED FOR FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

EIS More Detailed EA X | No Further Analysis
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